STATE OF MAI NE Docket No. 96-900
PUBLI C UTI LI TI ES COW SSI ON
December 2, 1998

PUBLI C UTI LI TI ES COW SSI ON
NYNEX School and Library Project ORDER

VELCH, Chair man; NUGENT and DI AMOND, Conmi Ssi oners

l. SUMMARY

In this Order, we allow schools and libraries with a
denonstrated or reliably predicted need for a faster speed
connection to the Internet to obtain a T-1 connection, as
part of the Miine School Library Network.

I1. DISCUSSION

I n August of 1998, we directed our School and Library
Net wor k Advi sory Board to determ ne which schools and
libraries were experiencing significant speed probl ens due
to the size of their 56 kbps connection to the Internet. W
further asked the Board to identify sites with specific
plans (with funding in place) that would likely exceed their
56 kbp capacity within the next 18 nonths. W asked the
Board to determ ne the cost of upgrades for these sites.

On Novenber 25, 1998, the Board submtted its proposa
for bandw dth expansion. The Board identified 271 site that
were regul arly exceeding the capacity of a 56 kbps
connecti on.

Under the Board’ s proposal these sites would be
eligible for a free 384 kbps or T-1 connection, dependi ng on
their level of usage. Sites would be responsible for their
own site specific costs. This could include a router or
CSU DSU (a nodem | i ke devise used to transfer data in excess
of 56 kbps) to support the higher speed connection. There
al so may be expenses to upgrade the service entrance and
additional inside wire. These costs are estimated to be
$1000 - $3000 per site and would be paid for by the site.?

These services qualify for E-Rate support and schools
and libraries could apply for E-Rate di scounts for
site-specific equi prment.
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Bell Atlantic estimtes that these proposed upgrades,
al ong with changes in the Network backbone to support the
upgrade, will cost approxi mately $1, 935, 000.

111. DECISION

We approve the proposal submtted by the Board with one
change. The Board proposed providing 384 connections to
sites with denonstrated high usage (peaks over 40 kbps for
15 mnutes on 3 days a nonth or peaks over 40 kbps for 15
mnutes at least 6 tinmes a nonth) and a T-1 to sites
denonstrating very high usage (peaks over 50 kbps for 15
mnutes 3 tinmes or nore per day in an average nonth, has
nore than 50 conmputer connected and sustains an average bit
rate of over 10 kbps per nonth). W understand that Bel
Atlantic will incur the sanme increnmental out-of-pocket costs
whether it installs a 384 or T-1 connection. This raises
the i ssue of whether distinguishing between the high users
and very high users is necessary. The 384 sinply acts as a
“choke” or the T-1 connection. Using 384’s has the
advant age of providing nore predictability for grow ng the
backbone. One the other hand, there will |ikely be costs
associated with changing a 384 to a T-1, in the event a
site’s usage increases to the very high user category. On
bal ance, it appears installing T-1's for both categories of
users would be nost efficient, less costly in the long run
and easier to adm nister and explain to participants.
Therefore, the proposal will be revised so that those
qual i fying for both “high” speed and “very high” speed
connections will be eligible for a T-1. |If the Board
identifies additional costs or other problens with this
change, they should notify the Comm ssion and we wi |
reconsi der our deci sion.

Accordi ngly, we

ORDER

That the Increase in Bandw dth Proposal dated Novenber
24, 1998, and attached as Attachnent 1 to this O'der, is
approved with the change discussed in the body of this
Or der.
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Dat ed at Augusta, Miine, this 2nd day of Decenber,

1998.
BY ORDER OF THE COWM SSI ON
Dennis L. Keschl
Adm ni strative Director
COVWM SS|I ONERS VOTI NG FOR: VWl ch

Nugent
D anond
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NOTI CE OF RI GHTS TO REVI EW OR APPEAL

5 MRS A 8 9061 requires the Public Uilities
Comm ssion to give each party to an adjudicatory proceedi ng
witten notice of the party's rights to review or appeal of
its decision made at the conclusion of the adjudicatory
proceedi ng. The nmethods of review or appeal of PUC
deci sions at the conclusion of an adjudi catory proceedi ng
are as foll ows:

1. Reconsi deration of the Comm ssion's Order nay be
request ed under Section 1004 of the Comm ssion's Rul es
of Practice and Procedure (65-407 C MR 110) within 20
days of the date of the Order by filing a petition with
t he Comm ssion stating the grounds upon which

reconsi deration is sought.

2. Appeal of a final decision of the Conm ssion nmay
be taken to the Law Court by filing, within 30 days of
the date of the Order, a Notice of Appeal with the

Adm ni strative Director of the Conm ssion, pursuant to
35-A MR S. A § 1320 (1)-(4) and the Mine Rul es of
Civil Procedure, Rule 73 et seq.

3. Addi tional court review of constitutional issues
or issues involving the justness or reasonabl eness of
rates may be had by the filing of an appeal with the
Law Court, pursuant to 35-A MR S. A § 1320 (5).

Not e: The attachnent of this Notice to a docunent does not
indicate the Commi ssion's view that the particul ar docunent
may be subject to review or appeal. Simlarly, the failure
of the Comm ssion to attach a copy of this Notice to a
docunent does not indicate the Comm ssion's view that the
docunent is not subject to review or appeal.



